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“Developing Nations Should Not Rush to Renewable Energies”
Alisson Ntwali
The Conference of Parties 26 (COP26)’s purpose was to bring countries together to accelerate
action towards the goals of the Paris Agreement and the UN Framework Convention on Climate
Change to limit the average global temperature rise to 1.5 degrees Celsius compared to preindustrial levels.
To achieve this, the world needs to cut the rate of greenhouse gases emitted by almost 27
billion metric tons a year by 2030, according to Climate Action Tracker. Rushing developing
countries towards renewables will prevent them from achieving their sustainable development
goals and will keep them in poverty.
The developed nations became rich and built wealth at the expense of many developing
countries while extracting and burning fossil fuels like coal, oil, and gas that led to all these
climate change catastrophes.
Geopolitical tension among countries has rose in the past years. Clearly in the COP26, some
major countries are still holding back from cutting their emissions.
African developing and other vulnerable countries are still on the path towards development.
Not only these countries are developing but also have fast-growing populations that is projected
to double its energy demand in 2050. Climate conferences have proposed to transition towards
clean energy and every country is expected to do so.
The suggested renewable energies to replace the dirty fossil duels are expensive and unreliable
compared to the fossil fuels that other countries have been using to electrify their populations
and build their economies. Developing countries are also trying to grow their economies in the
same way others did by starting to adopt fossil fuels to electrify. They should not rush towards
renewables as it will prevent them from achieving their Sustainable Development Goals the rise
from poverty.
Sub-Saharan countries’ economies rely on agriculture. Exempting agricultural industries to use
natural gas to make synthetic fertilizer will affect the yields and economies of these countries.
The African continent is responsible for only 4% of global emissions. If we exclude Northern
Africa and South Africa which are relatively rich and big emitters, the cumulative emissions
would then be less than 1%. Climate finance aims to help vulnerable countries including African
nations skip the “fossil fuel” step towards development and rush them towards renewables that
are expensive and unreliable. Based on how small Africa’s emissions are, they should not rush
fully into renewables. Instead, they adopt less harmful fossil fuels which are more stable.
Developed countries have taken a seat at the global table and bear some responsibility by
agreeing to sign the climate finance agreement. These commitments, however, have often been
criticized because of inconsistent fund collection. For example, during COP15 in 2009,
developed nations pledged to fund developing nations USD100 billion a year by 2020 to help
them navigate the escalating climate crisis. Unfortunately, by COP26 these same promises
went unmet while instead being extended through 2025.

The biggest climate fund collection so far, is the Green Climate Fund (GCF) that collected only
$37.1 billion out of the promised $100 billion. Besides, big countries like Australia already
withdrew their contributions from the GCF.
Studies shows that “mitigation alone will cost developing countries US$600 billion per year.” The
unmet promise of $100 billion for mitigation, adaptation and smooth transition to renewables is
way less than enough to what is needed to achieve global goals. Therefore, Africa will not risk
its future waiting for these inconsistent funds by not using fossil fuels.
Delivery strategies for past global climate funds have also long been criticized as significant
amounts of these funds, originally provisioned for African and other developing countries, have
been siphoned off before reaching their intended targets. Therefore, increasing climate finance
cannot be relied upon to adequately and effectively address unfolding climate catastrophes.
Specifically, only 18% of the GCF funds were used by African and other overlooked countries
whereas 65% went to wealthier countries like India and Mexico. Disappointingly, the delivery
guidelines for these funds have failed to focus on the poorest counties worldwide. Overall, then,
these marginalized countries face outsized hurdles when attempting to access these same
funds.
African and developing countries should not rush to adopt renewables, instead they should first
diversify their energy mixes and direct efforts towards electrifying its populations. Later, these
countries will transition slowly to a net-zero energy mix. These nations should be given special
considerations in these climate talks to allow them to use some fossil fuels that are less harmful
than others and have a slow transition toward green energy since they didn’t have a big role in
global warming and their populations need to benefit from electrification.

